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DATE: 22 SeEtc?ber 1971

e
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NEMORANDUM FOR: Capt. Charles Redman

SUBJECT . Results of Photo Comparison, "L
Case No. .

REFERENCE - Request from NOK of Ga on

sults of photo compaTri-
1969 film of American
tm-otted with refer-

1, Transmitted herewith are 1@
son analysis between the Christmas
Piis in Forth Vietnanm and photographs su

ence.

3. The evidence cited inm <he attached report does not
constitute dofinitive proof cf the status or jdentity of
individupls portrayed 1D the questioned photographs.

rticipation in this progrand
ch participution must not be
may not be used in an
anot be responsible

3. Since the Agencyfs pa
js classificd, the fact of su
revealed. This report, therefore,
unclassificd arcna, and the Agency ¢3
for any action or decision bascd in W
judgments cxpresscd in the report.

4. All materials received from
with subject request are returned herewith. o

gor THE CHIEF: §
CIA Kop., ibW

Attachnents!
(1) thyistmas 19090 compatison No.

(2} Moterials subpitted with request:
(a) Overlay -
{b) 4 precapture photos § enlargenents
(c) OUNGTT __ e
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PHOTO COMPARISON ANALYSIS RESULTS: Christmas 1968 No. __~
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(U) Summary of request: (Date received: 3}
4 enlargements | . %,

2. Please compare the sttached § § pre-capture photo

graphs of Gaylord D. Pctersen with the

Christmas 1060 film obtained hy Representative Zion,
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Date of Report: 22 Senr. 1971
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cspecially prints numbered DIA USN
USAF _3108-3 - :

b. Sece attached overlay for exact location of image to
be compared. -

{U) Summary of comparison performed:

a. The fellowing frames werce chosen for comparison with

the photographs submitted: -

b. ___ technicians working indcpendently of cach
51KCGT analyzed the identifiable features listed
helow.

-

Results of snalysis:

a. (U) CQuality of pre-capture photographs submitted:
Adequate/inadequate for analysis of recognizable

featurces.

b. (U) Quality of frames in Chrisvmas film: Adcquate/
- inadequate for analysis of rccogpnizable features.

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

The following features were considered similar:
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(7} -

(8) '
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d.
similar: 7 .
(1) _______,____ﬁ_ﬂ_ﬂ_“_M_ﬂﬁ,ﬁm#,ﬂ___pd_hw__,
(2)
3y _ T
- : —
(%)

c. Conclusion:

(1) In vicw of the similaTity in gencral
“apptarance and significant number of
similar features;

courld be the subject of the questioned

photographs. ..
(2) In view of the significant number of
Jdifferences in Jietinguishable features,
probably is not
the suﬁTEEf-3T~fﬁE'hucstioned photo-
graphs.

(3) In view of the guality of photopraphy
and the small number cf distinguishabie
fcatures which could be compared, DO

conclusion can be rcached.

§. (uy) The samt image has bhecn comparcd with pre-
capturc phoiographs of Air Force,
: Navy, _P__fﬂE?TﬂE, __ Army,
eiviTian personnel.
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Gaylord D.
~}-has @ecn jdentified as

g. Comments:

case: USAF photo 108

Lt.Col. Albert E. Runyan.
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WARNING:
performed uti
niques; however,
graphs 1in que
tification.

lizing

factors concerning t

which conld confirm
comparisen enalysis.

Attachments:
hotographs,

{(2) Post-capturc P
 jdentification of imagc 1o be comp
{b)} VPre-capturc photographs:

-

Petersen photo comparison

This.phoio compa
the

stion preclu
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A

risocn analysis was
the best available tech-
quality of the photo-
ded positive iden-
ther overriding
he individual's case

or invalidate the photo
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with overlay or other exact

arcd:
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